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Preliminary Note: This office includes new grounds of rejection which are not entirely 
necessitated by the amendments presented to the claims. Accordingly, this action is made non- 
final. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 1: The preamble of claim 1 makes reference to purchase "on a website", which is 
inconsistent with the remainder of the claim that discusses multiple web sites. 

Claim 3-4: The phrase "the website" is indefinite since claim refers to multiple websites, 
not just one website. 

Claim 10: See remarks for claim 1. 

Claims 12-13: See remarks for claims 3-4. 

Claim 19: See remarks for claim 1. 

Claims 21-22: See remarks for claims 3-4. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hartman et 
al. (U.S. Patent 5,960,41 1) in view of Bezos et al. (U.S. Patent 6,029,141). 
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Claim 1: Reference is made to FIG. 2 of Hartman et al., and its associated discussion at 
col. 5, line 59 through col. 6, line 13. The server (21) of Hartman et al. stores information about a 
user (client IDs) at a database table (212). The database table (212) is remote from a user (client 
station 220). The server (210) of Hartman et al. receives a request from the user (client station 
220) to purchase a product. The server then retrieves a "purchase pattern", which is the data 
contained in databases (214 and 215) that contain information about the user and information 
about the order. The item is then purchased based upon the purchase pattern data in databases 
(214) and (215). 

Hartman et al. differs in that only appears to involve a transaction on a single merchant 
website. Bezos et al. teaches an analogous on-line product purchasing system in which requests 
can be further made to a second web site (associate site) that is different from the first web site 
(See FIG. 1). The purchases are initiated on the second website, which re-directs the purchasing 
request to the first website (the merchant web site). The retrieval of purchase pattern and 
completion of purchase are then finished on the main merchant website, such as the website of 
Hartman et al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Hartman et al. to 
include associate websites for purchase referrals so as to enhance the sales and profitability of 
the primary merchant website as taught by Bezos et al. 

Claim 2: The "purchase pattern" is the data contained in the databases (214) and (215). 
This includes a sequence of data required (billing information, col. 6, line 3); identification of 
web pages presented (entries for orders, col. 6, lines 4-5); and action required during a 
transaction (shipping information, col. 6, lines 3-4). 



Application/Control Number: 09/882,541 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2175 

Claim 3: The step of identification of a website is the step of the user contacting the 
server, which supports a product purchasing website (in this case, Amazon.com). The 
determination of the identifier for a product is the step of having the server process the received 
order for a product using the data base of received orders (215). 

Claim 4: FIG. 1C illustrates the recreation of a purchase transaction. In FIG. 1C, the 
completed purchase is re-created on the user's browser. The re-created purchase information is 
created after user first identifies the website (the user types in Amazon.com into the user's 
browser); the server utilizes the user information (processes the client ID to identify the 
customer); and the server processes the identifier of the product (processes the order for the 
product in the order database 215). 

Claim 5: In Hartman et al., the user remains anonymous because the user only submits to 
the service a client ID contained in a cookie (col. 6, lines 12-13). The user does not enter 
complete name or address or other more specific identifiers. 

Claim 6: FIG. 2, link 230 is shown to be hardwired communication link. 

Claim 7: The user makes the purchase for the product by single clicking on the product 
(see 105 in FIG. IB). 

Claim 8: Col. 9, lines 66-67 illustrate the input of data via a wireless device (TV remote 
controller). 

Claim 9: Item 230 in FIG. 2 is a physical network connection. 

Claim 10: See remarks for claim 1. Note that the system of Hartman et al. is a controlled 
by computer programming. 

Claim 11: See remarks for claim 2. 
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Claim 12: See remarks for claim 3. 
Claim 13: See remarks for claim 4. 
Claim 14: See remarks for claim 5. 
Claim 15: See remarks for claim 6. 
Claim 16: See remarks for claim 7. 
Claim 17: See remarks for claim 8. 
Claim 18: See remarks for claim 9. 
Claim 19: See remarks for claim 1. 
Claim 20: See remarks for claim 2. 
Claim 21: See remarks for claim 3. 
Claim 22: See remarks for claim 4. 
Claim 23: See remarks for claim 5. 
Claim 24: See remarks for claim 6. 
Claim 25: See remarks for claim 7. 
Claim 26: See remarks for claim 8. 
Claim 27: See remarks for claim 9. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 28-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hartman et al. 
(U.S. Patent 5,960,411). 

Claim 28: Identifying the website is the step of user typing in the "Amazon.com" 
website and going to that website. FIGS. 8A-8C illustrate the steps of determining the types of 
information required from a user. For example, if the user clicks is "A" in FIG. 8A, the system 
determines that six lines of user information is required, and presents the request for the six lines 
of information in FIG. 8B. Identifying the user information page is the steps of clicking on one 
of the sections "A", "B", "C" or "D" in FIG. 8A, or clicking the buttons "Next" or "Previous" in 
FIG. 8B. As seen in FIGS. 8B-8C, the types of information required are presented in fields. Once 
the data for sections "A", "B", "C" and "D" are entered, the data is stored in the databases within 
the server (210) in FIG. 2. 

Claim 29: The user information sent to the website is recorded in the databases within the 
server (21), such as the databases (214) and (215). 

Claim 30: See remarks for claim 8. 

Claim 31: See remarks for claim 9. 

Remarks 

Applicant's arguments are moot in light of the new grounds of rejection. This office 
action is made non-final. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Sam Rimell at 



telephone number (703) 306-5626. 




Sam Rimell 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2175 



